This article offers an alternative account of the origins of academic IR to the conventional Aberystwyth-centered one. Informed by a close reading of the archive, our narrative proposes we also provide an alternative to the nationally-limited revisionist accounts.
Introduction
For almost a Century, International Relations (IR) has held us captive to the lore of an 'epistemological big bang'. circulated, moulded and formalised through networks of people and institutions across the British Empire. Indeed, IR could not have become a global discipline without these networks spreading its ideas. Second, we argue that the Round Table movement , an empire wide community of imperial enthusiasts founded in Britain in 1909, dispersed these ideas, as it provided the institutional setting and the method for the 'scientific' study of international affairs. A strong belief in the scientific method being the vehicle through which ideas of an imperial international would become a reality was epitomized in the founding, production and dissemination of the Movement's journal, The Round Table. Interestingly, The Round Table ( which remains today an IR journal) started publication in the same year as The Journal of Race Development, which Vitalis has termed the first IR journal.
Alfred Zimmern, Lionel Curtis and Philip Kerr, the first IR chair at Aberystwyth, founder of
Chatham House, and founding editor of The Round Table respectively, were not only close academic collaborators, but also active participants in the Round Table movement . Furthermore, the instruments of the discipline's 'scientific study' within the British Empire in the inter-war period, IR's academic chairs, journals and institutes, were largely the initiatives of the same episteme. So, not only were most of the newly established IR chairs occupied by the Round Central to our argument is that both Carr and IR's disciplinary history are silent on the notion that the realisation of world peace through a 'World Commonwealth' was modelled on a 'real world' event: the formation of the Union of South Africa in 1910. Its immediate backdrop, the Second Anglo-Boer War had forced the politicians and intellectuals in the four colonies of southern Africa to transfer their individual sovereignties into a union. In South Africa, this task had been promoted by a committed group of young men who successfully used knowledge and the instruments of its propagation (institutions, journals, the formal exchange of ideas) to achieve imperial goals.
But there is another silence in Carr's analysis: the issue of race. While denouncing early 'theory' for its lack of realism, Carr elevates it to a moral high ground. In doing so, he also sanitises its deep and regressive racism. An understanding of race as 'natural' was common to all political analysis until WWII, 12 but curiously Carr's (and later IR's) equation of 'idealism' with morality erases race from disciplinary memory.
We argue here that the Round Proposals for this approach were encapsulated under the notion of 'Imperial Unity'.
In a key passage in a memorandum recording 'conversations… between a few English and South African friends… during the summer of 1909', Curtis described 'Imperial Unity' as the 'only means of securing the political ideals of the race -real nationality and self-government to those capable of exercising it, and to those which are not, government in the interest of the governed themselves'. 18 For those gathered at Plas Newydd, then, the notion of Empire was not only about the need to maintain Imperial hegemony, but also about fostering self-government.
Given this, they believed the shift towards Imperial Unity was the culmination of the true ideal of the British Empire. Having established their ultimate objective, the group's interest then moved to the issue of how to bring this about. Participants believed that 'Imperial Unity' would not come about on its own.
Rather, achieving this would require a dedicated set of 'public men in distant communities [who were] animated by a common purpose', who would be required to work in a unity of method.
19
If these differed, there would be conflict among the devotees, and the cause of Imperial Unity would fail. Therefore, they had to pursue one general plan simultaneously within the five settler communities: failing this, the danger was that 'the forces available may "lose themselves in aspirations" '. 20 But what method would secure this goal?
While this remained largely undecided, a few preliminary steps were taken at the meeting. First, a deputation would be sent to each of the Dominions. Through a 'process of personal selection', in each Dominion, the deputies would carefully select a small group of Imperial enthusiasts.
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Once these were nominated, an executive agent would be appointed for each of the groups who would be responsible for carrying out its activities. In order to make this Empire-wide scheme effective, a core group would have to work in London, the imperial centre. In addition, an itinerant delegate would visit the various groups in order to collect, digest and disseminate information.
From this consultation, an Imperial statement setting out 'the alternatives involved, the real problem of disruption, the sacrifices needed to avoid it, and the successive stages through which the ultimate goal is to be sought'. 22 Once this was issued, its goals would be taken up by all groups as 'a creed to which all have contributed, and all have subscribed'.
23
Two further things were noted at the meeting. First, the movement should avoid making the Imperial statement public (responding only to 'genuine and responsible queries'). Second, the movement should avoid identification with any political party. 24 As Milner noted in his diary, all these points came from Curtis, but the 'scheme' had its roots in South Africa. We now turn our attention to these roots, to look at the ways in which IR's original methods and identity were honed by the Kindergarten's efforts to construct a state in South Africa.
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Ibid., folio 7. The word Empire, the word Imperial, are, in some respects, unfortunate. They suggest domination, ascendance, the rule of a superior state over vassal states… When we, who call ourselves Imperialists, talk about the British Empire, we think of a group of States, all independent in their own local concerns, but all united for the defence of their own common interests and the development of a common civilization; united not in an alliance -for alliances can be made and unmade... but in a permanent organic union. For Milner and his acolytes, South Africa was an important case-study in imperial security and politics because it was as a microcosm of the Empire. They argued that just as the British Empire was threatened by other powers, especially Germany, the future of the southern African colonies was threatened by the agitation of its African populations. In 1907, Curtis's view had been that the white man's burden was not to drag non-Europeans to civilization, but to design the best form of government for maintaining the race barrier. He believed that self-governing institutions were suitable only for those at the top of the civilizational ladder. Drawing a binary distinction between 'static' and 'progressive' societies, he had argued that all progressive (white) societies had developed institutions of selfgovernment -among these, Britain's were the most advanced. In contrast, the non-western societies, particularly Oriental ones, he regarded as 'static' (Africans only had 'tribes', not even societies, in his view). At the time, Curtis believed that Britain had the responsibility of ruling static societies through a bureaucracy which was autocratic but efficient.
Making the South African state

48
However, his talk with Marris changed his view on these matters. 'It was from that moment that I first began to think of "the Government of each by each, and of all by all" not merely as a principle of western life, but rather of all human life, as the goal to which all human societies must tend.' 49 He went on, 'I began to think of the British Commonwealth as the greatest instrument ever devised for enabling that principle to be realised, not merely for the children of Europe but for all races and hundreds and peoples and tongues'. 50 From this point forward,
Curtis confessed, I 'ceased to speak of the British Empire', using the term 'Commonwealth of Nations' instead.
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With this shift, his investigation of the idea of Organic Union could not be completed without turning attention to both India and Egypt, the two dependencies with the strongest claims on self-government. Previously, Organic Union had only included white subjects. In this understanding, India and Egypt, like other the dependencies were to be 'governed in the interest of the governed themselves'. Indeed, a document prepared for the Moot (as Round Table   47 Lionel Curtis, 'Letter to the People of India', Dyarchy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1920): 42. 48 Curtis, 'Subject People'. 49 Curtis, 'People of India': 42.
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gatherings were called, after the house in Johannesburg where the Fortnightly Club had first met), Leo Amery noted that an 'Organic Union' had to deal with:
…a group of autonomous democratic British communities on subjects of common interest, and the efficient administration and development of a number of dependencies inhabited by populations of every conceivable race, some of them still in the lowest forms of civilisation, and all of them as yet unfit for responsible self-government. These issues were more concretely expressed in Curtis's text, Civitas Dei. 57 In this 1000-page tome, Curtis made a case for a global commonwealth of nations operating on two levels: one comprising western nations and 'civilised' non-white countries like India and Egypt, and the other, the rest of the non-west. For him, notwithstanding his change in thinking, the notion of World Government continued to represent a racialised world order. It was with this goal in mind that the new mode of study was disseminated throughout the empire.
IR Methodology and dissemination
Besides spreading the idea of 'Organic Union', Curtis's Dominion tour was a 'fact-finding' mission during which he studied the four countries allowing these experiences to shape both his broader political objectives, and the means for achieving them. It is this encounter, we believe, that sowed the seeds of IR's original method.
One of the lesser known contributions of the Kindergarten, and especially Curtis, was the notion that 'scientific research' should guide both understandings of the changing world and policy recommendations that would shape it. Their approach evinces a narrow, empiricist understanding of knowledge, and which continues to guide IR think-tank research across the world. As with IR itself, Curtis's scheme for a reconfigured Empire was underpinned by a strange, yet absolute, moral certainty, namely that the 'scientific study of international relations' would lead to peace. 58 But how did IR's founders come to define what the 'scientific study' of international affairs meant?
To address this, we must return to pre-Union South Africa, and to Curtis's Dominion tour. In the course of both, Curtis used a method of study that helped to shape what became the RIIA and its affiliates' 'scientific' method that shortly spread to the Dominions and eventually across the world.
In preparing statements for their projects, the researchers undertook field tours. This first began in South Africa but, as we have noted, continued on a far grander scale during Curtis's tour of the Dominions. During his travels, Curtis would study secondary sources, and conduct extensive interviews with influential and 'knowledgeable' individuals. On the basis of the 'facts' gleaned from these sources, a report would be drafted for circulation among a select group across the Dominions. Following this, wider self-selecting groups would discuss the draft and enter their comments into interleaved copies. These copies would be sent back to Curtis, who would then prepare the next draft. At every iteration, the 'method' involved fieldwork, interviewing, library research, drafting, and an early form of peer review. The final draft was only completed after this long process. Ibid.
The only way I can meet this is to show them the books we produced in South Africa, and to show them then how again and again, as the results of study, we had to discard ideas which we had long held… our whole experience in South Africa has taught us there, that if we sit down to get at the facts and to review them on their merits, we are likely, before we have done, to be brought to conclusions which we little anticipated.
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The 'scientific study' of political issues, which would become the 'scientific study of international relations', was driven by several considerations which need to be underscored.
Firstly, as Curtis frequently made clear, there was the emphasis on the 'objective' nature of study which would make others less apprehensive about the overall projects. Given this insistence, the assertion of objectivity should not be uncritically accepted. As we have shown, the ideas operated within racial discourses, and were influenced by the group's goals for the empire. Moreover, the closed epistemic community within which they worked makes plain that the process was far from open.
Secondly, the desired quest for rigour was judged as the best way of ascertaining 'the facts' which would establish the 'truth'. The latter would emerge once the 'facts' had been written progress, and authenticate its telos.
Once this was done, human agency was required for propaganda purposes only. Kerr was confident, as he wrote to Curtis during the Dominion tour, that once the truth had been revealed through the Imperial Statement, it would then only need a few publicly spirited 'men' in each Dominion 'to shout "harooh" (sic) in a spontaneous manner' to create a movement for the end goal, the creation of an Imperial Union.
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In 1919, when the RIIA was established, the inaugural memorandum, prepared by Curtis, referred to the crucial link between historical progress, knowledge and reality. 67 Aside from underscoring this philosophy of 'scientific' study, perhaps the most crucial direct outcome of the Dominion tour was the founding of the journal The Round 68 Curtis hoped that, besides connecting people across the Dominions, the journal could also broadcast information about Dominions to each other, in the same manner in which The State had done in South Africa. To achieve this, each edition of the journal would carry articles from different parts of the Empire. Faced with these 'facts', people would discover commonality, and better appreciate why Imperial Union was necessary. The public face of the journal would also enable the Round Table to dispel the impression that it was a secret society, while garnering supporters across the Dominions.
On 25 February 1910, a plan for a common journal was adopted by the Moot in London. A committee was formed to guide its affairs, comprising Brand, Oliver, Robinson, Kerr (editor)
and Peterson (sub-editor). 69 Replicating their South African roles in the imperial project, Curtis was to tour the various parts of the Empire, and Kerr to manage the magazine from a central office. Soon, however, the two differed over the nature and purpose of the journal. Kerr saw the Interestingly, India had been included in its contents, with Marris arguing that 'the educated and highly intelligent Indian' might be able to govern themselves at some far-off point, but also praising the more generous and kinder approach to government the British had begun to take.
Round
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The introductory essay argued for British unity, and stated that the journal's goal was to dispel the ignorance each of the Dominions had for one another in order to bring them closer together. 77 This optimistic goal was, however, tempered as the following suggests:
The founders of The Round Table have an uneasy sense that times are changing, and that the methods of yesterday will not serve in the competition of to-morrow. They feel that if the various communities of the Empire have common interests, they are singularly badly equipped to pursue them.
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But it believed that the journal '[would] serve its purpose if it contributes to the better understanding of the problems of the Empire and to their solution, and if no one ever raises the charge against it that it has distorted the truth for its own ends'.
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And so, achieving Imperial unity was to be a natural process: if imperial truths were gathered, the Empire could be united simply by disseminating them.
Conclusion
In order to end, we need to return to what still passes for the formal beginning of IR. The
Aberystwyth account of the origins of IR conceals more than it reveals. This messianic narrative about IR's 'birth', rising from the ashes of war to bring peace to the world, has, almost for a century now, linked IR's identity to world peace while conveniently erasing its racial and imperial origins. Where the Aberystwyth account of the discipline's origins sees the creation of 75 Abe Bailey was a friend of Cecil John Rhodes, whom he considered his mentor. He financed most of the Imperial initiatives of the Kindergarten not just in South Africa but also in London. Later, he also provided funds for establishing the RIIA and arranged for an annual grant to the RIIA in his will.
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'world peace', our work sees an effort to permanently establish an empire organised, like South Africa, around racial difference.
The centenary of the discipline's founding is a reminder that the (archival) content, There is, however, a more deep-seated reason why the disciplinary origins of IR need to be interrogated -and continuously so.
IR has long hinged itself on Martin Wight's claim of the international being the zone of exception. 80 As calls for decolonising the discipline grow, IR's centre has used this logic of insularity from the everyday to foreclose debates about its theoretical and empirical agenda.
Decolonising IR would thus first require stripping the discipline of its historical certainty, and challenging the foundational assumptions of what it means to do IR.
Critically considering IR's pasts would tell us more about its conscious blinkers built through theory. When idealism, for instance, is stripped of its historical abstraction and moral elevation, it becomes less of a theory and more of a practice for imperial stretch. Increasingly we will understand that the historical antecedent to the 'international' is not 'anarchy', as the discipline encourages us to believe, but 'Empire' structured around the essentialist idea of race.
